The influence of previous feed (energy) or protein restriction on daily gain composition was investigated on 78 pigs. Group E pigs from 15 to 25 kg (restriction period) consumed 40% less feed (energy) daily, group P pigs, 40% less protein as compared with control pigs, group C. From 25 to 70 kg (realimentation period) all pigs were fed diets with a low (12.4 MJ ME) or high (13.2 MJ ME) energy content on a restrictedfeeding level ox ad libitum. Animals were slaughtered at 15 kg (n=4), 25 kg (n=12) and 70 kg (n=66) and their bodies were analysed for protein, fat, ash and water content. During restriction the P and E animals grew more slowly than the C pigs (370 and 247 vs 513 g/day, PO.01) and deposited less protein daily in their bodies (39 and 37 vs 72 g, PO.01). Daily fat deposition differed between groups of pigs (PO.01) and was the lowest in the E (13 g) and the highest in the P pigs (95 g). During realimentation (25-70 kg) the P pigs deposited more protein daily (PO.01) compared with the C and E pigs (140 vs 132 and 132 g). Daily fat deposition was the lowest (PO.05) in the P and the highest in the E pigs. The P and E pigs deposited more protein daily in the entrails than the C animals (23 and 22 vs 20 g, respectively; PO.05). The P pigs tended to deposit more, but the E pigs less protein in the carcass daily as compared with the C pigs (117,110 and 112 g, respectively; PO.07). It seems that a different compensatory response of pigs previously underfed for protein or feed intake results from the different physiological state of their bodies at the end of restriction. A compensatory response was directed to that part of the body (body component) whose growth had been reduced the most during previous restriction.
INTRODUCTION
The results of previous work by Skiba et al. (2001) indicated that pigs restricted for protein or feed (energy) intake differed in body composition at the end of re striction as compared with control pigs. The main differences concerned a size of the entrails as well as fat and protein stores. The pigs that consumed less feed had a lower mass of entrails and lower fat but higher protein stores, whereas those that consumed a low protein diet had higher fat and lower protein stores and their en trails did not differ from control pigs. During the subsequent period of growth when the diet was adequate to pigs' requirements they were able to compensate their anatomical (size of entrails) and chemical body composition. Thus, at the end of the study the protein and fat contents in the body as well as the size of entrails did not differ significantly between control pigs and those previously underfed for protein or feed (energy).
Data from the literature on the composition of compensatory gain show that it differs from control animals in previously underfed animals . The main diffe rences concern higher protein deposition in the body of previously underfed animals. However, data on the amount of fat deposition are ambiguous (e.g., Stamataris et al., 1991; de Greef, 1992; Bikker, 1994) . It is also not clear i f higher (compensatory) protein deposition takes place in the carcass or in the entrails. The reason for these discrepancies can be differences in the kind of previous restriction (feed or protein) closely connected with body composition at the end of this period. Thus, the results of studies done so far cannot be compared directly. Moreover, no simultaneous comparisons of the gain compo sition of pigs previously underfed for protein or feed intake on similar diets and at similar feeding levels have been found in the literature.
The aim of this study was to test the hypothesis that daily gain composition during compensatory growth depends on previous feed or protein underfeed ing.
MATERIAL AND METHODS
A detailed description of animals, feed values and experimental design was given in a previous paper (Skiba et al., 2001) . In summary, the procedure was as follows: during the restriction period (from 15 to 25 kg) the P pigs were underfed for protein (40% less compared with the controls, C) while the E group was under fed for feed (energy) intake (40% less compared with C). During the subsequent realimentation period all of the pigs were fed diets with a low (12.4 MJ ME -the L diet) or high (13.2 MJ ME -the H diet) energy content on a restricted feeding level (R) or ad libitum (A).
The procedure applied to estimate the daily gain composition was based on the comparative slaughter method described by Kotarbihska (1971) . Pigs were slaugh tered at the beginning of the experiment (15 kg, n=4), at the end of the restriction period (25 kg, four from each group, n=12) and at the end of the realimentation period (70 kg, n=66). After slaughter, the carcass, entrails and hair were analysed for protein, fat, ash and water content (AOAC, 1994) . For calculation purposes, the chemical composition and weight of the hair were included in the carcass. The results presented in this study on daily gain of protein, fat, ash and water in the pigs' bodies were calculated by subtraction of initial (at 15 and 25 kg) from final (at 25 and 70 kg) contents of these components in the body.
Statistical analyses were performed by three-way analysis of variance ANO VA using Statgraphics version 6.0 Plus software.
RESULTS

Restriction phase
Protein as well as feed (energy) restriction changed the composition of daily gain of pigs (Table 1 ). The P and E pigs deposited similar amounts of protein daily in the body (39 and 37 g, respectively) but significantly (PO.01) less than the control, C pigs (66 g). The P pigs deposited daily more (PO.01) while the E less fat in the body as compared with the C group (95 and 13 vs 66 g/day, respectively). Daily water deposition differed (PO.01) between groups and amounted 271, 165 and 145 g/day, respectively in the C, P and E pigs.
The fatprotein ratio in the daily gain of the P pigs was almost seven times higher that compared in the E animals (2.47 vs 0.36). Water and ash to protein ratios in the daily gain of pigs did not differ significantly between groups of animals ( Table 1) .
Realimentation phase (25-70 kg)
In comparison with the R pigs the A pigs deposited daily more (P<0.01) protein (141 vs 128 g) as well as fat (199 vs 164 g) and water (528 vs 465 g; Table 2 ).
The pigs fed the H diet deposited more (PO.01) protein (142 vs 126 g) and water (536 vs 458 g) daily compared with animals fed the L diet but fat accretion in both groups was similar (182 vs 181 g).
The P pigs deposited more (PO.05) protein daily compared with the C and E animals (140 vs 132 and 132 g/day, respectively). Daily fat deposition differed (PO.05) between groups and amounted 179 (C pigs), 170 (P pigs) and 197 g (E pigs).
The pigs having free access to feed (A) and those fed the high energy diet (H) deposited more (PO.01) protein in the carcass as compared with animals fed at a restricted level (R) and those fed a low energy diet (L) (117 and 119 vs 108 and 106 g/day) ( Table 2) .
The P and E pigs deposited on average more (PO.05) protein in the entrails as compared with the C animals (23 and 22 vs 20 g/day) whereas differences in protein deposition in the carcass were insignificant (PO.07) (117 and 110 vs 112 g/day, respectively).
Daily water deposition ranged from 483 g/day (the E pigs) to 491 g/day (the C pigs) and 516 g/day (the P pigs) but a significant difference (PO.05) was found only between the P and E pigs ( Table 2) .
The fatprotein ratio of the pigs fed ad libitum (A) (1.41) and those fed a diet with a low energy content (L) (1.43) was higher (PO.05) compared with pigs fed at a restricted feeding level (R) (1.29) as well as those fed on a high energy diet (H) (1.27). The fatiprotein ratio was lower in the P and higher (PO.05) in the E pigs as compared with control animals (1.19 and 1.49 vs 1.36, respectively).
The watenprotein ratio was higher (PO.01) in the pigs fed ad libitum as com pared with those fed at the restricted level (3.75 vs 3.64).
Pigs fed the low energy diet had a lower (PO.01) ash:protein ratio than pigs fed the high energy mixture (0.150 vs 0.176). Table 1 4 -average daily gain o
DISCUSSION
The response of pigs to undernutrition in our study was comparable with the results of earlier works carried out on animals underfed for feed Bikker, 1994) and protein intake Quiniou etal., 1995) as the animals fed a low feed (energy) and low protein diet deposited less protein in the body. Fat deposition was lower, but only in the pigs with a low feed (energy) intake, while in the pigs that consumed a low protein diet it was consi derably higher compared with adequately fed animals.
When distribution of daily protein gain between carcass and entrails is consi dered depending on feeding system and kind of diet, our data indicate that the P pigs deposited more protein in the entrails regardless of the experimental treat ments. However, protein deposition in the carcass of the P pigs was higher but only at restricted feeding levels (the LR and HR pigs), while at the higher feeding intensity (the LA and HA pigs) the pigs deposited less protein in the carcass compared with the control group (Figure 1) . Fat deposition in the P pigs was lower except at the highest feeding intensity (the HA pigs) (Figure 2 ). The cause of this response could be an excessive amount of energy available to the animals (consumed with feed and stored in the body) surpassing the pigs' requirements for protein deposition. On the other hand, it can not be excluded that the P pigs fed at the lower feeding intensity (the LR and HR pigs) mobilized some part of their body fat stores for higher protein deposition, as at the end of realimentation period these pigs had relatively less fat in the body than at the end of the restric tion phase (Skiba et al., 2001) .
Protein deposition in the carcass of pigs previously underfed for feed (energy) intake (the E pigs) was higher in animals fed at the lowest feeding intensity (the . Difference in daily fat deposition in the empty body (g) between control and the P pigs growing from 25 to 70 kg. LR -low energy diet, restricted feeding; HR -high energy diet, restricted feeding; LA -low energy diet, ad libitum feeding; HA -high energy diet, ad libitum feeding LR pigs), whereas, at the highest feeding intensity (the HA pigs) was low. The remaining pigs from this group fed at the intermediate level (the HR and LA pigs) deposited a similar amount of protein in the carcass compared with control pigs (Figure 3) . However, protein deposition in the entrails of the E pigs was greater or equal (at the highest feeding intensity) to control pigs. This shows that pigs previously underfed for feed (energy) intake prefer protein accretion in the en trails to the carcass. It also shows that the compensatory protein gain in these Figure 3 . Difference in daily protein deposition (g) in the carcass and entrails between control and the E pigs growing from 25 to 70 kg. LR -low energy diet, restricted feeding; HR -high energy diet, restricted feeding; LA -low energy diet, ad libitum feeding; HA -high energy diet, ad libitum feeding pigs must be directed to rapid recovery of their entrails (e.g., Carstens et al., 1991; Stamataris et al., 1991; Bikker, 1994) as they were significantly lighter at the end of restriction Bikker, 1994; Skiba et al., 2001) .
In our study pigs previously underfed for feed (energy) intake deposited more fat daily compared with control pigs regardless of feeding level and kind of diet (Figure 4) . Literature data concerning deposition of this body component in ani mals previously underfed for feed (energy) intake is contradictory: e.g., Stama taris et al. (1991) reported 50% higher fat deposition in piglets fed ad libitum. In contrast to them, other authors did not find any significant difference in fat depo sition in pigs fed during realimentation at a restricted feeding level (Gadeken et al., 1980) or in those fed at six levels of energy intake, including <?<i libitum (Bikker, 1994) .
Average daily water deposition in pigs previously fed on the low protein diet was significantly higher than in the pigs previously fed the low amount of feed (energy), and slightly higher than in the control pigs. But lack of differences in the water:protein ratio (in the empty body) between control and previously underfed pigs indicates that compensatory protein gain found in the P pigs is not associated with enhanced water deposition, which was pointed out earlier by some authors (e.g., Carstens et al., 1991) .
The lowest fatprotein ratio in the pigs previously fed a low protein diet (group P) was caused by lower fat and higher protein deposition by these pigs; this was also pointed out in earlier studies (e.g., de Greef, 1992) . However, the pigs that previously consumed the low amount of feed (energy) had the worst fatprotein ratio as they deposited the highest amount of fat. Contradictory results were 9 50 l i LR HR LA HA Figure 4 . Difference in daily fat deposition (g) in the empty body between control and the E pigs growing from 25 to 70 kg. LR -low energy diet, restricted feeding; HR -high energy diet, restricted feeding; LA -low energy diet, ad libitum feeding; HA -high energy diet, ad libitum feeding given by Bikker (1994) who did not find any influence of previous low feed intake on the fat:protein ratio in pigs grown from 45 to 85 kg. A lower ash:protein ratio in pigs fed a diet with the low energy (L) as com pared with those fed the high energy diet (H) resulted from the lower availability of mineral components in the L diet. It was based on rapeseed meal (as the main source of protein), which contains a very high phosphorus and calcium density, but the biological availability of these minerals is very low (NRC, 1998) .
CONCLUSIONS
It seems that the different compensatory response of pigs previously underfed for protein or feed (energy) intake resulted from the different physiological state of their organism at the end of restriction. During subsequent realimentation a compensatory response was directed to the part of the body (body component) which growth had been reduced the most during restriction. In the case of pigs previously underfed for protein, body protein stores were strongly reduced, so during realimentation this body component was restored first of all, even at the cost of fat deposition. However, fat reserves in the body as well as the weight of entrails of the pigs previously restricted for feed (energy) intake were so low that compensatory protein gain was allocated in the viscera, the remaining feed com ponents (mainly energy) consumed with feed were directed to repletion of body fat reserves.
